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1 . The amendment filed on 5/1 8/09 is entered and made of record. 

2. Response to Applicant's Arguments 

On page 18 of the reply, the applicant stated: 

"Specifically, Kitamura is silent at wherein whether the acquired previously-executed 
image coding information is used is determined based on at least whether the image 
data is an l-type and whether a phase of a past macro block agrees with that of a phase 
of a current macro block, as recited in claim 1 ." 

The examiner agrees; however, in an updated search Zick (US pat no 5,774,593) 
discloses whether the acquired previously-executed image coding information is used is 
determined based on at least whether the image data is an l-type and whether a phase 
of a past macro block agrees with that of a phase of a current macro block (see figure 
9B, determines whether an l-type picture is present and in order for 'pastref -'prior' I 
picture in 422, image needs to be matched or aligned, the alignment is read as phase, 
as shown in figure 4A, to determine whether current and future phase are aligned). 
Examiner suggests applicant further define the term 'phase' according to the definition 
in the specification, which the examiner cannot find. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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2. Claims 1, 3, 5, 6, 8-10, 12 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kitamura (EP 1 069 779 A1 ) in view of Zick (US pat no 
5,774,593). 

With regards to claim 1, Kitamura discloses an image processing apparatus for 
subjecting image data of a base band or image data, which is coded up to a midstep, to 
coding processing up to a midstep or to perfect coding processing, comprising: 

acquisition means for acquiring information as to coding executed to the image 
data in the past (see paragraph 12, extracts past encoding parameters and figure 14, 
105); and 

control means for controlling the coding processing up to a midstep or the perfect 
coding processing of the image data of the base band or the image data coded up to 
the midstep (paragraph 15, re-encoding and figure 14, 106), wherein, when a coding 
picture type is a predetermined picture type (figure 32, picture type determination 
process), the control means determines whether or not the information as to coding is to 
be used to the coding processing based on the information as to the coding acquired by 
the acquisition means and on a condition as to the coding processing executed to the 
image data by the image processing apparatus (figure 14, 105, 106, 107 steps to coding 
a vide signal). 

Kitamura does not disclose acquired previously-executed image coding information is 
used is determined based on at least whether the image data is an l-type and whether a 
phase of a past macro block agrees with that of a phase of a current macro block. Zick 
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discloses whether the acquired previously-executed image coding information is used is 
determined based on at least whether the image data is an l-type and whether a phase 
of a past macro block agrees with that of a phase of a current macro block (see figure 
9B, determines whether an l-type picture is present and in order for 'pastref -'prior' I 
picture in 422, image needs to be matched or aligned, the alignment is read as phase, 
as shown in figure 4A, to determine whether current and future phase are aligned). One 
skilled in the art would include such feature because to ensure each frame in the video 
is align to ensure successful compression. 

With regards to claim 3, Kitamura discloses determines whether or not the information 
as to coding is to be used based on whether or not the amount of generated code in the 
decoding described in the information as to coding is equal to or less than a 
predetermined value (see paragraph 336, the limit is the predetermined value). 

With regards to claims 5 and 6, see the rationale for claim 1 . In addition, see paragraph 
127, the encoder is a computer and a computer contains at least one processor 
requiring instructions. 

With regards to claim 8, see the rationale for claim 1 . In addition, Kitamura discloses 
decoding means for decoding the image data, which is supplied thereto, perfectly or 
imperfectly (figure 14, 102, 103 and 104 is the decoder section, and see paragraph 15); 
and coding means for subjecting the image data of a baseband, which is perfectly 
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decoded by the decoding means, or the image data, which is created by being 
imperfectly decoded by the decoding means and coded up to a midstep, to coding 
processing up to a midstep or to perfect coding processing (see figure 14, the video 
signal is a baseband signal); and the control means determines, when a coding picture 
type is a predetermined picture type, whether or not the information as to coding is to be 
used to the coding processing based on the information as to the coding acquired by 
the acquisition means and on a condition as to the coding processing (see figure 32, 
determines past coding parameters). 

With regards to claims 9 and 10 see the rationale for claims 1 and 8. In addition, see 
paragraph 127, the encoder is a computer and a computer contains at least one 
processor requiring instructions. 

With regards to claim 12, see the rationale for claims 1 and 8. In addition, Kitamura 
discloses recording control means for controlling the record of the image data coded by 
the coding means (see paragraph 13, the encoding device superimpose information 
indicating the selected past encoding parameters, these parameters are recorded onto 
history_stream()). 

With regards to claim 1 4, see the rationale for claims 1 , 8 and 1 2. In addition, Kitamura 
discloses a coding step for subjecting the image data of a baseband, which is perfectly 
decoded by processing of the decoding step, or the image data, which is created by 
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being imperfectly decoded by processing of the decoding step and coded up to a 
midstep, to coding processing up to a midstep or to perfect coding processing (see 
figure 14, signal is first decoded, 102 and then reencoded at 105). 

With regards to claims 15 and 16, see the rationale for claims 1 and 8. In addition, 
Kitamura discloses reproduction means for reproducing the image data recorded to a 
predetermined recording medium (paragraph 483, video is retrieved from a magnetic 
drive). 

3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kitamura 
779 in view of Zick '593 as applied to claim 1 further in view of Yim (US pat no 
6,445,828). 

With regards to claim 4, Kitamura discloses all the limitations of claim 1; Kitamura 
discloses matching current bit sequence with past bit sequences and a macro-block 
assignment in user data which contain macro-block phase information (see paragraphs 
262 and 287), but does not disclose the phase of a macro block in the past coding 
described in the information as to coding agrees with the phase of the macro block of 
the coding processing. Yim discloses the macro block in the past coding described in 
the information as to coding agrees with of the macro block of the coding processing 
(column 1 , lines 48-55). Kitamura also discloses output means which is supplied with 
first coding data supplied to another image processing apparatus that decodes the 
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image data and with second coding data created by the coding processing and outputs 
the first coding data (figure 14, 102, 103 and 104 are decoding process); wherein the 
amount of the generated code in the decoding described in the information as to coding 
is equal to or less than the predetermined value (see figure 14, 5Mbps is the 
predetermined value); and the position and the magnitude of an image frame in the past 
coding described in the information as to coding agree with those of the coding 
processing (paragraphs 262 and 287). 

One skilled in the art would include such feature because the reference macro-block is 
lined up with the current macro-block to obtain a difference block which is then coded 
with DCT, preparing data to compress. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kitamura '779 in view of Zick '593 as applied to claim 1 further in view of Shimizu (US 
pat no 5,991,452). 

With regards to claim 13, Kitamura discloses all the limitations of claim 12, but does not 
disclose coding image data at different positions. Shimizu discloses coding image data 
at different positions (see figure 4, ST1-3). One skilled in the art would include such 
feature because to only limit image processing on areas in the image which are of 
interest, to save processing power. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ALEX LIEW whose telephone number is (571)272-8623 
or cell (917)763-1 192. The examiner can be reached anytime. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella can be reached on (571) 272-7778. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2624 
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